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Senate Democrats Fall Short on Forcing 

GOP Majority Turns Down Proposal for Explanation Before Balanced 
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The Senate yesterday voted 56 to 
44 to defeat a Democratic proposal 
that would have required Republicans 
to detail how they intend to eliminate 
the deficit before passing a balanced 
budget constitution^ amendment. 

Three Democrats — Sens. Paul Si- 
mon (111.), a chief sponsor of the bal- 
anced budget amendment, Ben Nigh- 
thorse Campbell (Colo.) and Howell T. 
Heflin (Ala.)— joined all 53 Republi- 
cans in defeating the measure. 

While Republicans easily prevailed 
in their first skirmish with Democrats 


since the Senate began debating the 
balanced budget amendment early last 
week, they will face a much tougher 
challenge beginning today when Dem- 
ocrats press for a change in the 
amendment to protect Social Security 
from future cuts. 

Republican leaders are two or three 
votes short of the two-thirds majority 
needed to pass the constitutional 
amendment and send it to the states 
for ratification. The House over- 
whelmingly approved the amendment 
Jan. 26, but some GOP leaders have 
predicted the measure will go down to 
defeat in the Senate. Proponents can’t 
succeed without additional Democrat- 
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ic support, but many of the undeclared 
Democrats have said or broadly hinted 
they would oppose the amendment 
unless it were revised to protect So- 
cial Security. 

Republicans fear by granting a So- 
cial Security exemption, they would 
trigger demands for other exemptions 
that could derail the amendment. 

In an effort to compromise. Sen- 
ate Majority Leader Robert J. Dole 
(R-Kan.) yesterday proposed free- 
standing legislation that would put 
the Senate on record as opposed to 
any effort to balance the budget at 
the expense of Social Security reve- 
nue or benefits. Senate GOP leaders 
are also considering an approach 
that would insert a prohibition 
against cutting Social Security in the 
introductory or “resolve” clause of 
the constitutional amendment. 

However, Sen. Harry M. Reid (D- 
Nev.) said nothing short of a revision 
in the constitutional amendment it- 
self would provide sufficient protec- 
tion. “Doing it by implementing leg- 
islation is like a shell game,” he said. 
“It’s the proverbial fig leaf. ... It 
doesn’t supersede what’s in the Con- 
stitution and that statute could be 
changed anytime.” 

Senate Minority Leader Thomas 
A. Daschle (D-S.D.), who led the un- 
successful effort to force Republi- 
cans to disclose their deficit reduc- 
tion plans in advance, argued that 
members of Congress, state officials 
and the public were entitled to know 
the budgetary consequences of elim- 
inating the nearly $200 billion deficit 
within seven years. 

Democrats have warned that politi- 
cally sensitive programs including So- 
cial Security, Medicare and Medicaid 
would have to be slashed, that most 



other programs would suffer across- 
the-board cuts of 20 percent to 30 
percent and that responsibility for oth- 
er services would be shifted to state 
and local governments. 

However, Republicans dismissed 
the Democrats’ “right-to-know” meas- 
ure as a diversionary tactic aimed at 
derailing the amendment. They said 
Congress is incapable of agreeing to a 
detailed plan for eliminating the deficit 
without the pressure of a balanced 
budget amendment in place. 

“The proponents of the 'right-to- 
stall’ amendment want to use Con- 
gress’s historical inability to balance 
the budget as a reason — a constitu- 
tional reason — to deny the Ameri- 
can people, to deny future genera- 
tions, the requirement they want to 
force Congress to act responsibly 
and get their fiscal house in order,” 
said Senate Judiciary Committee Or- 
rin G. Hatch (R-Utah). 

Daschle described the vote as a 
“serious abdication of responsibility” 
and an effort by Republicans to “hide 
the truth and ignore the pain.” 

Meanwhile, key Senate Republi- 
cans stepped up their criticism of 
House Republican and Clinton ad- 
ministration tax cut plans. Senate Fi- 
nance Committee Chairman Bob 
Packwood (R-Ore.) sharply criticized 
House GOP and administration pro- 
posals for new Individual Retirement 
Accounts, saying they would do little 
to encourage savings or investment 
but would add to the deficit. 

Sen. John H. Chafee (R-R.I.) said 
in an interview that the House Re- 
publicans’ $200 billion tax cut plan 
would not survive in the Senate. “I 
don’t think it’s the time for tax cuts 
of any sort,” he said. 


